Subject: ON UNIVERSAL INFINITE RACISM
From: angelicism01 <cashedcobrazhousewriter@substack.com>
Date: 11/22/2022, 9:50 AM
To: 
Reply-To: angelicism01 <reply+1faiug&fyc9h&&09789d1f22e90a90d32b577bc9a66db2c41dfd7a02c2b8aae78826d2147b6bd6@mg1.substack.com>

ON UNIVERSAL INFINITE RACISM
		
	
Open in app or online
ON UNIVERSAL INFINITE RACISM
Nov 22
 
		
		
	
Save
		
▷  Listen
 

1.

Everyone is racist and everyone knows it. That this would be an essentially unconscious difficulty is something like the first difficulty of all. How so? Let’s say something like that racism is time, or rather that time is racism. This may sound ludicrous, but if we look closer, it hardly is. For instance, suppose we spend all of our time distracting from something really important, then the waste of that time is a form of discrimination against the more important thing. Time wasting may even be catastrophic, a catastrophic form of discrimination against more important things, i.e. potential infinities. Contemporary arguments around long-termism are actually structured in just this way. We end up saying, for instance, that preserving a future sextillion lives is infinitely more important than preserving social freedom for the present mass of humanity. On the one hand, we may claim that this style of argumentation leads to permission-crazy authoritarianism. But on the other hand, we can say that anything other than an embrace of some form of strong hyperbolic longtermism is infinitely racist, against future time itself, calculated for example as several sextillion lives.

2.

So, surprising as it seems, time is racist. And racism is time. The further implied claim would be that to centralize discussions of racism on any particular variant is of racism itself radically racist. Let’s also say the temporal form of racism is the predominant one, the one that does the most human and inhuman damage, then to focus debates around racism on anti-black activism, say, would be potentially far more racist than any local racist event. The same applies to any limit put on the plasticity of racism itself, since racism is, as we know, an inherently plastic concept. But the anticipated plasticity of universal racism means that all limited forms of racism and anti-racism are themselves superior (i.e worse) forms of racism. While it seems to be ethnic racism that hurts and limits humanity, it is actually the prohibition placed by most humans on the discussion of universal racism that, in theory, does by far the most damage.

3.

One of the most powerful formalisations of the plasticity of racism was made by Jacques Derrida, a few years before he died. Here is what he said:

    Perhaps the word racism will disappear, perhaps there will be the end of race and racism, but what racism is a symptom of will continue, it will continue endlessly in new forms and our duty, if we have a political and meta-political duty, is just to identify these new forms of racism without the name.

If there is a form of universal racism, then it would be anticipated here, since what is anticipated here is a plasticity of racism that survives even the end of race and racism. One might even suggest as follows, that the reason antisemitism is so massively troubling and vexing and ‘dangerous’ today is not primarily because of the danger to Jewish people, but because the plasticity of universal racism allows for the possibility that the fight against antisemitism will itself cover over every other form of racism, including universal racism itself and the way it includes alertness with regard to human extinction. For instance, if racism does indeed continue endlessly in new forms and our duty, if we have a political and meta-political duty, is just to identify these new forms of racism without the name, how can we be certain that the time spent identifying antisemitism, as appropriate as this time use seems, is not itself the main form of universal racism as a time-distraction from something far more important? If racism really is genuinely plastic, belonging to all and not some (otherwise the concept itself would be discriminatory), then there really is no way of knowing for certain that anti-semitism is not the form of this temporal exasperation coinciding with genuine ethnic betrayal.

4.

If this sounds complicated, it actually isn’t. What we are saying is that racisms are mobile, and need to be attended to as such. We need to be inventive and even irrational to know how to trace them. Derrida, perhaps the greatest Jewish philosopher, mentions that there will be new forms of racism without the name. The greatest danger here would be that we would be prohibited from naming these new racisms because we have already discriminated against the attempt to find new names for them. Which is to say, these new forms of racism would be present right now and nobody would be allowed to name them. Perhaps we can’t even see them for longer than a second.

5.

A simple example is as follows: all the time spent talking about things other than extinction qua extinction (pure longtermism) is time spent symbolically killing the future world, and this time-expenditure takes the exact same format as the way we spend x amounts of mediatic time talking about anti-Semitism and rarely getting to the question of Palestine. What this really means in plastic terms is that ‘Palestine’ is the Jewish people and that extinction is the real form of the holocaust to come that we are supposed to never forget. In other words, antisemitism in its plastic form has no necessary relation with Jewish people at all, since antisemitism is universal racism itself.

6.

And if this really is true, it won’t have been named—and will now be described as normative ‘racism’. In other words, since the designation of anti-Semitism is nowhere near adequate enough to begin to describe the real dangers of contemporary (universal) racism, then the more classical forms of racism-description (usually focused around personal accusation) have to step in as themselves the dominant relapsing forms (‘the ADL’, ‘the Jews’, ‘anti-racism’, ‘you are a racist’). These forms are, themselves, silently racist. The original difficulty is therefore the saying of this. To try to say it is almost impossible, because there is no real name for pure plastic time-delay as such: we can try to name it, but it is so painfully impossible, that the only reaction to it can be yet more conventional and plastic racism itself (the second-person accusative form is itself racist). In this way, universal racism is always covered over by accusations formatted according to classical racism, and this is the nameless mode of infinite discrimination itself.
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